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REMARKS 
Claims 1-23 are pending in the application. 
Claims 11-13 and 21-23 are allowed. 
Claims 1-5, 9, 10 and 14-20 are rejected. 

Claims 1, 14, 17 and 19 have been amended to make what was implicit merely 
explicit to further clarify the patentable subject matter as suggested by the Examiner. Thus, 
applicant submits that this is not a narrowing amendment. 

As discussed on a January 12, 2005 and a follow up January 14, 2005 phone call with 
the Examiner, reconsideration and allowance of claims 1-23 is respectfully requested. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S. C. § 103 
Claims 1-3, 5, 9, 10 and 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over White, Jr., et al. (US 6,274,424B1). 
Applicant respectfully traverses the rejections. 

With regard to claim 1, White does not teach each and every element of claim 1 and 
therefore a prima facie case of obviousness has not been established. As discussed with the 
Examiner during a phone call on January 12, 2005, White does not teach the element of 
contact pads. For example, Figure 7 of White shows 1 14a and 1 14b that are metallic storage 
nodes and metallic bit lines, respectively (see col. 7, lines 22-33 of White.) Bit lines for 
example are not contact pads. 

Accordingly, a prima facie case of obviousness has not been established and claim 1 
should be allowed. Claim 1 has been amended per the Examiner's suggestion to clarify the 
claim. Claims 2, 3, 5, 9, 10, 21, 22 and 23 are dependent on claim 1 and therefore are 
allowable for at least the same reason as claim 1 . 

With regard to claim 14, White does not teach each and every element of claim 14 for 
at least similar reasons as claim 1. Claims 15 and 16 are dependent on claim 14 and therefore 
are allowable for at least the same reason as claim 14. Claim 14 has been amended per the 
Examiner's suggestion to clarify the claim. 

With regard to claim 17, White does not teach each and every element of claim 17 for 
at least similar reasons as claim 1. Claim 18 is dependent on claim 17 and therefore is 
allowable for at least the same reason as claim 17. Claim 1 7 has been amended per the 
Examiner's suggestion to clarify the claim. 

With regard to claim 19, White does not teach each and every element of claim 19 for 
at least similar reasons as claim 1 . Claim 20 is dependent on claim 19 and therefore is 
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allowable for at least the same reason as claim 19. Claim 19 has been amended per the 
Examiner's suggestion to clarify the claim. 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over White, Jr., et 
al. as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of IBM Tech. Disci. Bull. Vol. 19, No. 6, 
page 204-2048. 

Claim 4 is dependent on claim 1 and should be allowable over White and IBM Tech. 
Disci, for at least the same reasons as claim 1. 



Claims 11-16 and 21-23 are allowed. Claims 6-8 are objected to as being dependent 
upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including 
all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Because claims 6-8 are already in independent form, the applicant believes them to be 
allowable in their current form. Claims 21-23 are dependent on claim 1 and are allowable for 
at least the same reasons as claim 1 . 



For the foregoing reasons, reconsideration and allowance of claims 1-23 of the 
application as amended is solicited. The Examiner is encouraged to telephone the 
undersigned at (503) 222-3613 if it appears that an interview would be helpful in advancing 
the case. 



Allowable Subject Matter 



Conclusion 



Respectfully submitted, 



MARGER JOHNSON & McCOLLOM, P.C. 




Hosoon Lee 



Limited Recognition Under 37 CFR § 10.9(b) 



MARGER JOHNSON & McCOLLOM, P.C. 

1030 SW Morrison Street 

Portland, OR 97205 

503-222-3613 

Customer No. 20575 




1 hereby certify that this correspondence 
is being transmitted to the U.S. Patent and 
Trademark Office via facsimile number 



Docket No. 8750-052 Page 9 of 9 Application No. 10/678,530 

PACE 11/11 • RCVD AT 2/15/2005 4:12:33 PM [Eastern Standard Time) * 6VR:USPTO-EFXRF-1/2 ■ DNJS:8729308 ■ C6ID: 5032744 622 ■ DURATION (mrn-ss): 04-28 



